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PER CURI AM

Theodor e Joseph Bow es appeal s the district court’s order
granting judgnment to his former enployer as a matter of [|aw
followwng a bench trial on his claim that he was a victim of
retaliation discrimnation under the Americans with Disabilities
Act (“ADA’). On appeal, Bow es’ sole issue is that he was entitled
to a jury trial on his retaliation claimunder 42 U S.C. § 12203

(2000). W find this claimto be without nmerit. See Kranmer v.

Banc of Am Sec., 355 F.3d 961, 964-66 (7th GCr.) (holding that

because an ADAretaliation claimant is limted to equitable relief,

he is not entitled to a jury trial), petition for cert. filed, 72

US L W 3674 (Apr. 16, 2004) (No. 03-14). Accordingly, we affirm
W dispense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal
contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the

court and argunent would not aid the decisional process.
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